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Attorney's Reference No.: Mailing No,: 193866 

Mailing Date: June 10, 2003 1/3 

NOTICE OF REASONS FOR REJECTION 

( Translation ) 

Patent Application No.: 7-516846 

Drafting Date: May 30, 2003 

Patent Office Examiner: Atsushi Ichikawa 

Attorney for Patent Applicant: Takashi Ishida et al. 

Applicable Provisions: Article 29, paragraph 2; 

Article 36; 
Article 37 

It is deemed that this application should be rejected 
for the following reasons. Any argument should be submitted 
in writing within three months from the mailing date of this 
notice . 

REASONS 

1. The inventions described in the following claims of 
this application are deemed ones which could easily have been 
made, prior to the filing of the patent application, by a 
person with ordinary skill in the art to which the inventions 
pertain, on the basis of the inventions described in the 
following publications distributed in Japan or a foreign 
country prior to the filing of the patent application, and 
therefore are unpatentable under the provisions of 

Article 29, paragraph 2, of the Patent Law. 

2. The description of the specification and drawings 
of this application do not satisfy the requirements 
prescribed in Article 36, paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Patent 
Law on the following points. 



3. This application does not satisfy the requirements 
prescribed in the proviso to Article 37 of the Patent Law on 
the following points. 

Remarks 

Reason 1 
[Claims 16 - 19] 
Cited Reference 1 
Note : 

Ref. 1 discloses a mounting substrate having a mesa- 
shaped recess in which an electro-optical device of a similar 
shape is mounted. 

The shapes and sizes specified by claims 17 to 19 could 
have been easily conceived of by a skilled person, based on 
the disclosure of Ref. 1* 

Reason 2 

Claims 6, 15 and 19 are unclear because of the wording 
"about" . 

Reason 3 

The object of the invention of claims 1 to 15 is to 
provide a method of effectively assembling a microstructure 
on a substrate, whereas the invention of claims 20 to 22 is 
directed to a method of fabricating shaped blocks and has an 
object quite different from that of claims 1 to 15, i.e. 
"assembling". Therefore, the invention of claims 1 to 15 and 
the invention of claims 20 to 22 are different in object and 
do not have the relationship with each other as prescribed by 
Article 37, item 1. 

It is deemed that the main feature of the invention of 
claims 1 to 15 includes "transferring said shaped blocks into 
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a fluid to form a slurry" and "dispensing said slurry over 
said substrate at a rate where at least one of said shaped 
blocks is disposed into a recessed region", whereas the 
invention of claims 20 to 22 is directed to a method of 
fabricating shaped blocks and has a main feature quite 
different from that of the invention of claims 1 to 15. 
Therefore, the invention of claims 1 to 15 and the invention 
of claims 20 to 22 are different in main feature and do not 
have the relationship with each other as prescribed by 
Article 37, item 2. 

Moreover, the invention of claims 20 to 22 does not 
include a feature of making a microstructure integral with a 
substrate and therefore does not have the relationship with 
the invention of claims 6 to 19 directed to a product as 
prescribed by Article 37, item 3. 

Thus, there is no invention to be selected as a 
"specified invention" having the relationship with other 
inventions that satisfies the requirements prescribed by 
Article 37, items 1, 2 or 3 . 

Because this application thus violates Article 37, 
inventions other than those of claims 1 to 19 have not yet 
been examined for patentability. 

No reasons for rejection have been found for claims 
other than those indicated in this notice- If other reasons 
for rejection are found, a further notice of reasons for 
rejection will be issued. 
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